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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. Claims 5-8 5 13-19, 33-35,40-43, 46 5 48-54 and 68-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

The following are each unclear since a plurality of element were previous set forth in the 
claims and one cannot determine which of the plurality is being referred to: claim 5, "the third 
securing flap edge", claim 6, "the fist and second securing flap edges" (all of them are angled to 
"each other"?), claim 40, "the third securing flap edge" and claim 41 , "the first and second 
securing flap edges". 

Claims 13-15 are inconsistent with claim 12 from which they depend. Claim 12 recites 
that one side of the blank is blank. Claim 13 is contradictory insofar as it defines that both sides 
of the blank have an image thereon, i.e. that the other side is not blank. Claims 48-50 are 
indefinite for the same reason. It is assumed, for the purpose of applying the prior art, that 
claims 13-15 were intended to be dependent upon claim 1 and that claims 48-50 were intended to 
be dependent upon claim 36. However, correction is required. 

The following each lack antecedent basis in the claims, i.e. each is only inferentially set 
forth: claim 16, "the rectangular panels", claim 19, "the... second and third securing flaps", claim 
46, "the.... fourth" edge, claim 48, "the card", claim 51, "the rectangular panels" and claim 54, 
"the... second and third securing flaps". 

Claims 33-35 are unclear since claim 21 is not directed to a polyhedron including a 
plurality of three dimensional forms as set forth in claim 33. It is assumed, for the purpose of 
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applying the prior art, that the claim is defining that each of the dimensional forms is according 
to claim 21 . Claims 68-70 are indefinite for the same reason. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United Slates. 

3. Claims 1, 10-12, 20, 21, 24-26, 31, 32, 36, 45-47, 55, 56, 59-62, 66 and 67 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Crowell (fig. 24 emb). Crowell discloses a blank 
and a three dimensional form including two rhomboid panels connected along a second fold line 
centrally located within the blank (as shown in fig. 24) and a securing flap 72 as claimed. With 
respect to claims 12 and 47, Crowell discloses formation of an image on the outside of the 
container. With respect to claims 20, 32, 55 and 67, no distinction is seen between the claimed 
collectable recreation card and the blank/form of Crowell as a result of the claimed intended use 
of the flat sheet, i.e. the blank/form of Crowell is capable of the intended use claimed. 

4. Claims 1, 10, 1 1, 21, 24-29, 31, 32, 36, 45, 46, 56, 59-62, 66 and 67, and claims 13-15 
and 48-50 as best understood in view of paragraph 1 above, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) 
as being anticipated by Wallach. Wallach discloses a blank and a three dimensional form 
including two rhomboid panels (la, 1b; 1c, Id) connected along a second fold line formed 
intermediate panels lb, lc and a securing flap 2 as claimed. With respect to claims 13-15, 27-29 
and 48-50, note is made that the blank and form include an image on both sides and the images 
are both the same (firm name) and different (firm name and mailing label) insofar as claimed. 
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With respect to claims 32 and 67, no distinction is seen between the claimed collectable 
recreation card and the form of Wallach as a result of the claimed intended use of the flat sheet, 
i.e. the form of Wallach is capable of the intended use claimed. 

5. Claims 1-6, 9-11, 21-26, 31, 36-41, 44-46, 56-61 and 66 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Weissman (figs. 1-14 emb). Weissman discloses a blank 
and a three dimensional form including two rhomboid panels connected along a second fold line 
24 and three securing flaps 40 as claimed. 

6. Claims 1-11, 19, 21-26, 31, 36-46, 54, 56-61 and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Mustoe. Mustoe discloses a blank and a three dimensional form 
including two rhomboid panels connected along a second fold line 1 6b and three securing flaps 
14 as claimed. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 16, 17, 51 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Crowell (fig. 24 emb) in view of Hanson. Crowell discloses all structure of the claimed blank 
except images on the four triangular panels and, with respect to claims 1 7, the images forming a 
portion of a complete image. Hanson teaches that it is known to make an image on multiple 
sides of a container which extends completely around the container. It would have been obvious 
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to make an image on the blank of Crowell as taught by Hanson to facilitate advertisement and/or 
to provide a more aesthetic container. 

9. Claims 1 8 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
prior art as applied to claims 1 7 and 52 above, and further in view of either Reese et al or Lisbon. 
Modified Crowell does not disclose covering indicia on a blank using an adhered film. It would 
have been obvious to form the indicia of modified Crowell with an outer protective covering film 
as taught by either Reese et al or Lisbon to provide a more aesthetic appearance to the indicia 
and to protect the indicia from damage. Plastic films are well known to prevent scuffing and 
.protect the appearance of indicia on containers. 

10. Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wallach in view 
of Hanson. Wallach discloses all structure of the claimed form except forming at least one of the 
images as a portion of a complete image. Hanson teaches that it is known to make a container 
with images formed on each side of a box which are each a portion of a larger image. It would 
have been obvious to make the container or form of Wallach with partial images formed on each 
side as taught by Hanson to provide a more aesthetic container. 

1 1 . Claims 33-35 and 68-70 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Weissman in view of Gavula, Jr. Weissman discloses all structure of the claimed display form 
except an image on each of face of the polyhedron, at least five image portions forming a 
complete image (els. 34 and 69) or formation of the form as a dodecahedron. Gavula, Jr. teaches 
that it is known to make different images on the surface of attached blanks of a polyhedron 
which together form a complete image. It would have been obvious to make the polyhedron in 
Weissman with an image formed by a plurality of partial images formed on individual container 
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units of the polyhedron as taught by Gavula, Jr. to facilitate advertisement and/or a more 
aesthetic appearance to the form. With respect to claims 34 and 69, it would further have been 
obvious to make the image from at least five image portions in modified Weissman as a mere 
selection of the size of the image and the appearance desired. The choice of what image and size 
of image one wishes to provide is considered to be related to the design or appearance of the 
form as opposed to a distinction in function. Design applications are available to patent 
differences related solely in the appearance of an article. With respect to claims 35 and 70, it 
would have been obvious to make the form with twelve sides as opposed to the number of sides 
shown in Weissman as a mere selection of the shape of the form desired. Mere changes in the 
shape/form have been held to be obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art. See In re Dailey . 
149 USPQ 47 (CCPA 1976) and Graham v. John Deere C o., 148 USPQ 459. 

12. Claims 63 and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wallach or Crowell, each in view of Hanson. Each of Wallach and Crowell discloses all 
structure of the claimed form except images which are the same (cl. 63) or images which form a 
complete image. Hanson teaches that it is known to make images on a container where the 
images are the same and form a larger image around the container. It would have been obvious 
to form the container in either Wallach or Crowell with a complete outer image as taught by 
Hanson to provide a more aesthetic container and/or to provide advertisement. 

1 3. Claim 64 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over either Wallach or 
Crowell, each in view of Hollander. Each of Wallach and Crowell discloses all structure of the 
claimed form except formation of images which are different on the triangular panels of the 
form. Hollander teaches that it is known to form different images on each side of a container. It 
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would have been obvious to make each of side of the form in either Wallach or Crowell with a 
different image as taught by Hollander as a mere choice as to what indicia one wishes to display 
and to provide a display on any side which may be viewed by the user. 

14. Claims 71-74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Crowell in 
view of Paige or Kner. Crowell discloses all structure of the claimed kit except instructions for 
folding the card/blank and a plurality of blanks/cards (els. 72 and 74). Each of Paige and Kner 
teaches that it is known to include instructions for folding a blank into a form. It would have 
been obvious to provide the form of Crowell with erection instructions as taught by either Paige 
or Kner to help the user to make the form. With respect to claims 72 and 74, official notice is 
taken that it is known to mass produce a plurality of blanks/cards and to ship and sell pluralities 
of blanks as a package. It would have bee obvious to combine at least two blanks/cards as in 
modified Crowell in view of the well known concept of mass production and selling of 
blanks/cards since such production and retail is economically more feasible. 

Conclusion 

The remaining cited prior art is illustrative of the general state of the art. 

In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays, Technology Center 3700 is 
encouraging FAXing of responses in Office Actions to (571)273-8300. This practice may be 
used for filing papers not requiring a fee. It may also be used for filing papers which require a 
fee by Applicants who authorize charges to a PTO deposit account. Please identify the Examiner 
and art unit at the top of your cover sheet. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained form the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. Also, copies of an office action or other file 
information may be obtained from the Private PAIR system. For more information about the 
PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions regarding access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 1 7-9197 (toll-tree). • 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
Examiner should be directed to Gary Elkins at telephone number (571)272-4537. The Examiner 
can normally be reached Monday through Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Nathan Newhouse can be reached at (571)272-4544. 
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